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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . In the amendment filed on 2/14/07, claims 1 and 9-16 have been amended. 
Claims 17-20 have been added. The currently pending claims considered below are 
Claims 1-20. 

Claim Rejections ~ 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Cannon 
etal. (US Patent 7,062,541 B1) 

As per claim 1, Cannon teaches "A method of migrating objects from a source 
installation to a target installation," (see Abstract) 

"comprising: receiving input that selects a set of migrating objects, wherein the 
set of migrating objects is a set of objects at the source installation that are to be 
migrated to the target installation;" (Figure 5 reference 104, 105 and column 11 lines 11- 
22, wherein a request to transfer data objects is received by the source server) 
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"from a first set of one or more system tables at the source installation, copying 
metadata that defines the selected set of migrating objects into a first set of transport 
tables at the source installation;" (column 7 lines 43-63, column 10 line 64 - column 1 1 
line 22, wherein an object transfer table is generated specifying attributes about objects 
to be transferred from an objects attributes table) 

"exporting the metadata from the first set of transport tables at the source 
installation;" (column 1 1 lines 23-40, lines 56-65, wherein a source server transfers 
attribute data) 

"importing the metadata that was exported from the first set of transport tables 
into a second set of transport tables at the target installation site;" (column 9 line 56 - 
column 10 line 13, column 12 lines 9-24, lines 50-60, wherein a target site receives 
attribute data from a source server and an import groups table is updated) 

"merging the metadata from the second set of transport tables into a second set 
of one or more system tables at the target installation." (Figure 6, column 10 lines 25- 
37, lines 47-50, column 12 line 25 - column 13 line 17, wherein attributes are merged 
with data from the target server's object attributes table) 

"and migrating the set of migrating objects into the target installation" (column 13 
lines 17-36, wherein data objects are transferred to the target site and stored based on 
object attribute data) 

As per claim 2, Cannon teaches "the step of exporting includes creating a dump 
file by invoking an export utility of a database server that manages a database 
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containing the first set of system tables;" (column 7 lines 43-49, column 8 lines 35-53, 
column 1 1 lines 36-46 "export application") 

"and the step of importing includes copying data from the dump file into the 
section set of system tables by invoking an import utility of a database server that 
manages a database containing the second set of system tables." (Figure 3 reference 
44, column 8 lines 53-60, column 9 lines 32-52, column 12 lines 28-35, "import 
application") 

As per claim 3, Cannon teaches "generating a script file which, when executed 
in a first mode causes performance of the step of exporting, and when executed in a 
second mode causes performance of the step of importing." (column 11 lines 11-22, 
wherein an object transfer list is made to handle exporting and importing of data 
objects) 

As per claim 4, Cannon teaches "the objects are application components 
created for an application by an application design tool associated with the first 
installation;" (column 8 lines 5-27) 

"and after the step merging, accessing the application components using an 
application design tool associated with the second installation." (column 8 lines 5-27, 
column 13 lines 38-43) 

As per claim 5, Cannon teaches "the first set of transport tables are mirrors of 
the first set of system tables, and include one or more columns in addition to the 
columns of the first set of system tables." (column 7 lines 50-63, column 8 lines 35-38, 
column 10 line 64 - column 1 1 line 22) 
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As per claim 6, Cannon teaches "the second set of transport tables are mirrors / 
of the second set of system tables, and include one or more columns in addition to the 
columns of the second set of system tables." (column 8 lines 60-65, column 9 line 56 - 
column 10 line 12, column 12 lines 25-35) 

As per claim 7, Cannon teaches "the step of merging includes resolving 
inconsistencies between metadata being copied into the second set of system tables 
from the second set of transport tables," (column 9 line 56 - column 10 line 13, column 
12 lines 36-49) 

"and metadata that already exists in said second set of system tables." (column 
1 0 lines 47-50, column 1 2 lines 50-60) 

As per claim 8, Cannon teaches "one or more objects in the set of migrating 
objects have dependencies relative to a set of one or more other objects that have not 
been selected by the input;" (column 7 line 64 - column 8 line 4, and column 8 lines 11- 
27) ' 

"the method further comprises the steps of automatically identifying the set of 
one or more other objects upon which the migrating objects depend;" (column 1 1 lines 
11-15) 

"and migrating from the first installation to the second installation the set of other 
objects along with the set of migrating objects." (column 1 1 line 64 - column 12 line 8) 

As per claim 9-16, Cannon teaches claims 1-8 above. Additionally, Cannon 
teaches "A computer-readable storage medium carrying one or more sequences of 
instructions" (column 6 line 59 - column 7 line 4) 
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As per claim 17, Cannon teaches "the one or more system tables at the source 
installation comprise metadata pertaining to the set of migrating objects, wherein the set 
of migrating objects were created by an application design tool." (column 7 lines 50-63, 
column 8 lines 5-27) 

As per claim 18, Cannon teaches claim 17 above. Additionally, Cannon teaches 
"A computer-readable storage medium carrying one or more sequences of instructions" 
(column 6 line 59 - column 7 line 4) 

As per claim 19, Cannon teaches "merging the set of migrating objects with pre- 
existing data in the target installation in accordance with a specified mode that dictates 
how the set of migrating objects and the pre-existing data are to be reconciled." (column 
9 lines 14-32, column 10 lines 47-50) 

As per claim 20. Cannon teaches claim 19 above. Additionally, Cannon teaches 
"A computer-readable storage medium carrying one or more sequences of instructions" 
(column 6 line 59 - column 7 line 4) 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's amendment, see page 2, filed 2/14/2007, with respect to the rejection 
of claims 9-16 under 35 (JSC 101 have been fully considered and are persuasive. The 
rejection of claims 9-16 under 35 USC 101 has been withdrawn. 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to the 35 USC 102(e) rejection of claims 1-20 
have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
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a. Examiner is entitled to give claim limitations their broadest reasonable 
interpretation in light of the specification. See MPEP 21 1 1 [R-l] 

Interpretation of Claims-Broadest Reasonable Interpretation 
During patent examination, the pending claims must be 'given the 
broadest reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification.' Applicant 
always has the opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution and broad 
interpretation by the examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, 
will be interpreted more broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 162 USPQ 541,550- 
51 (CCPA 1969). 

b. Applicant's argument is stated as Cannon does not teach "from a first set 
of one or more system tables at the source installation, copying metadata that 
defines the selected set of migrating objects into a first set of transport tables at 

« the source installation;" 

In response to the argument, examiner respectfully disagrees. Cannon, in 
column 10 line 64 - column 1 1 line 22, teaches that an object transfer table is 
generated specifying attributes about objects to be transferred from an objects 
attributes table. The source server stores object attribute data in object attribute 
tables, as taught in column 7 lines 43-63, and the object transfer table identifies 
different attributes specifying object group information, which is stored in the 
object attributes table. The object attribute table is a persistent table storing 
attribute information from objects (column 10 line 47-50), and the object transfer 



Application/Control Number: 10/789,838 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2168 

table contains the necessary attribute data to transfer objects between different 
sources. Therefore, Cannon teaches from a first set of one or more system 
tables at the source installation, copying metadata that defines the selected set 
of migrating objects into a first set of transport tables at the source installation? 

c. Applicant's argument is stated as Cannon does not teach "the first set of 
transport tables are mirrors of the first set of system tables, and include one or 

o more columns in addition to the columns of the first set of system tables." 
In response to the argument, examiner respectfully disagrees. As 
disclosed in column 7 lines 50-63 and column 8 lines 35-38, the source server 
contains both an object attributes table and an object transfer table. Both contain 
attribute information about objects to be transferred, with the object transfer table 
also containing parameters from a user to specify objects (column 10 line 64 - 
column 1 1 line 22). In column 1 1 lines 23-27, the object transfer table is taught to 
contain the objects to be transferred, as well. as attribute data, which can also be 
found in an object attributes table. Therefore, Cannon teaches the first set of 
transport tables are mirrors of the first set of system tables, and include one or 
more columns in addition to the columns of the first set of system tables. 

d. Applicant's argument is stated as Cannon does not teach "importing the 
metadata that was exported from the first set of transport tables into a second set 
of transport tables at the target installation site;" and "merging the metadata from 
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the second set of transport tables into a second set of one or more system tables 
at the target installation." 

In response to the argument, examiner respectfully disagrees. Applicant is 
directed to figure 6, wherein the target site receives object transfers. In column 9 
line 56 - column 10 line 13, an imports group table stores attribute data from 
objects transferred, including identifying groups an object belongs to. Column 12 
lines 9-24 and lines 40-60 teach how attributes and group identifiers from a 
source server are received by the target server and is placed in import group 
table. Therefore, Cannon teaches importing the metadata that was exported from 
the first set of transport tables into a second set of transport tables at the target • 
installation site;" 

Once again, Figure 6 as examined to how data objects are received by a 
target server. Column 10 lines 25-37 and lines 47-50 teach the object attribute 
table in the target server being a persistent table containing attributes. Column 
12 line 25 - column 13 line 17teach how the import group table is used to 
transfer objects then update data in the object attribute table of the target server. 
Specifically, flags representing attributes are set in the object attribute table 
based on received object attribute information. Therefore, Cannon teaches 
merging the metadata from the second set of transport tables into a second set 
of one or more system tables at the target installation. 
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e. Applicant's argument is stated as Cannon does not teach "the second set 
of transport tables are mirrors of the second set of system tables, and include 
one or more columns in addition to the columns of the second set of system 
tables." 

In response to the argument, examiner respectfully disagrees. Column 8 
lines 60-65 and column 9 line 56 - column 10 line 12 teach how a target server 
contains an import group table comprised of fields containing object attributes, 
specifically group membership information. The import group table is a transient 
table used for transferring objects, based on the object attribute table, which is 
more persistent. Column 12 lines 25-35 teach how the import group tables are 
stored in RAM, making it more temporary, and containing objects and 
corresponding attributes and group identifiers. Therefore, Cannon teaches the 
second set of transport tables are mirrors of the second set of system tables, and 
include one or more columns in addition to the columns of the second set of 
system tables. 

f. Applicant's argument is stated as Cannon does not teach "copying data 
from the dump file into the section set of system tables by invoking an import 
utility of a database server that manages a database containing the second set of 
system tables." 

In response to the argument, examiner respectfully disagrees. Figure 3 
reference 44, column 8 lines 53-60, column 9 lines 32-52, and column 12 lines 
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28-35 teach an import application in a target server that contains modules to 
manage the database, specifically in regards to object transferring. This import 
application contains several modules to receive a data transfer of objects form a 
source, inspect data, process data, and enter data into the target server 
database. Therefore, Cannon teaches copying data from the dump file into the 
section set of system tables by invoking an import utility of a database server that 
manages a database containing the second set of system tables. 

g. Applicant's argument is stated as Cannon does not teach "the objects are 
application components created for an application by an application design tool 
associated with the first installation;" 

In response to the argument, examiner respectfully disagrees. Column 8 
lines 5-27 teach that the objects to be transferred can be one or more sub-files in 
a group, wherein sub-files can be combined to provide an application with 
functionality. The sub-files within a group, or the objects within a group, must be 
installed or used together. As disclosed above, the objects come from a source 
server, to be transferred to a target server. Therefore, Cannon teaches the 
objects are application components created for an application by an application 
design tool associated with the first installation; 

h. Applicant's argument is stated as Cannon does not teach "the one or more 
system tables at the source installation comprise metadata pertaining to the set 
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of migrating objects, wherein the set of migrating objects were created by an 
application design tool." 

In response to the argument, examiner respectfully disagrees. Column 7 
lines 50-63 and column 8 lines 5-27 teach how object attributes table in a source 
server contain attribute data about objects in groups that require objects in a 
group to be together for functionality. The objects are split into groups, and group 
identification is contained within data in an object attributes table. Therefore, 
Cannon teaches the one or more system tables at the source installation 
comprise metadata pertaining to the set of migrating objects, wherein the set of 
migrating objects were created by an application design tool. 

i. Applicant's argument is stated as Cannon does not teach "merging the set 
of migrating objects with pre-existing data in the target installation in accordance 
with a specified mode that dictates how the set of migrating objects and the pre- 
existing data are to be reconciled." 

In response to the argument, examiner respectfully disagrees. Column 9 
lines 14-32 and column 10 lines 47-50 teach that a target server contains an 
import application composed of various programming modules to accept 
transferred objects. One module is an inspection module that dictates how 
objects are to be completed, or "resolved". Therefore, Cannon teaches merging 
the set of migrating objects with pre-existing data in the target installation in 
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accordance with a specified mode that dictates how the set of migrating objects 
and the pre-existing data are to be reconciled. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dangelino N. Gortayo whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7204. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tim T. Vo can be reached on (571)272-3642. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. '. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1 000. 

Dangelino N. Gortayo Tim T. Vo 

Examiner SPE 
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